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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed 9/14/2005. 

2. Claims 1-24 have been examined and are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Admitted Prior Arts (APA) in view of Hausauer U.S Patent No. 5,790,870. 

As to claim 1, APA teaches a system having a SCSI-enabled device response 
to a parity error message (parity error occurs, lines 1-13 page 2) received from a SCSI 
initiator device over a SCSI bus (communication between host computer and peripheral 
devices via SCSI interface, 8-13 page 1). However, APA does not teach the process of 
handling parity error message during data transfer state. 

Hausauer teaches a method of operating a device (SCSI interface device 116 
and its associated device driver, lines 44-46 column 7 and line 18 column 8, Fig. 3) in 
response to a parity error message (...when the master of an access becomes aware 
that a parity error has occurred on its transaction, it is required to inform the processor. 
The recommended route is for the master to inform its device driver of the error by 
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generating an interrupt... , lines 42-46 column 7) coupled over a bus (buses 1 94 and 
196 connecting SCS1 116, Fig. 3), comprising: 

determining whether said device is in a data transfer state (...the parity error is 
being detected during the data transaction, however the device is allowed to continue 
the transaction... , lines 38-46 column 7). 

Hausauer does not explicitly teach generating a response message to an initiator 
device. However, Hausauer teaches (lines 42-46 column 7; lines 59-64 column 9) that 
after the processor receives the parity error message, it sends out a command to the 
device in which the previous transferred data needs to be retransmitted. Therefore one 
of ordinary skill in the art would conclude that the processor's command is a response 
message to an initiator device since such command allows the data with parity error to 
be retransmitted. It would have been obvious to apply the teachings of Hausauer to the 
system of APA because this allows the system to handle parity error message during a 
data transfer state as disclosed by Hausauer. 

As to claim 2, Hausauer further teaches the data transfer operation will 
recommence from the start of the operation (the whole data is being retransmitted, lines 
61-64 column 9). Note the discussion of claim 1 above for the reason of combining 
references. 

As to claim 3, it is a system method of claim 1 . Therefore, it is rejected for the 
same reasons as claim 1 above. 

As to claim 4, Hausauer further teaches sending a message instructing 
recommencing the data transfer phrase after sending said restore data pointer message 



Application/Control Number: 10/060,057 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2194 

(the data is being retransmitted, lines 61-64 column 9). Note the discussion of claim 1 
above for the reason of combining references. 

As to claim 5, it is a computer device claim of claim 1 . Therefore, it is rejected 
for the same reasons as claim 1 above. 

As to claim 6, it is a computer device driver claim of claim 3. Therefore, it is 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 3 above. Hausauer further teaches the 
processor being arranged for recognizing that a parity error message has occurred 
immediately after a data transfer phase (the processor is being informed of the parity 
error when it occurs during the data transaction, lines 42-46 column 7). Note the 
discussion of claim 1 above for the reason of combining references. 

As to claim 7, it is a computer device driver claim of claim 4. Therefore, it is 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 4 above. 

As to claim 8, it is a computer program of claim 1 . Therefore, it is rejected for 
the same reasons as claim 1 above. 

As to claim 9, Hausauer further teaches a CD-ROM (154, Fig. 1); a magnetic 
data storage medium (110 and 112, Fig. 1). 

As to claim 10, it is a computer device claim of claim 1 . Therefore, it is rejected 
for the same reasons as claim 1 above. 

As to claim 11, it is a computer device driver claim of claim 6. Therefore, it is 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 6 above. 

As to claim 12, it is a method claim of claims 1 and 3. Therefore, it is rejected 
for the same reasons as claims 1 and 3 above. Hausauer further teaches while the 
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peripheral device is so enabled, activating a driver (associated device driver, lines 44-46 
column 7 and line 18 column 8, Fig. 3) coupled with the peripheral device so the driver 
supplies the peripheral device with a signal sequence including a data transfer phase 
during which the data are transferred between the host computer device and the 
peripheral device (...the master of an access becomes aware that a parity error has 
occurred on its transaction, it is required to inform the processor. The recommended 
route is for the master to inform its device driver of the error by generating an interrupt, 
among other options... , lines 44-46 column 7), followed by a message phase that 
includes a message parity error message, the response signal being generated by the 
peripheral device in response to receipt thereby of the message parity error message 
(lines 47-63 column 7). Note the discussion of claim 1 above for the reason of 
combining references. 

As to claims 13-14, they are method claims of claim 2. Therefore, they are 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 2 above. 

As to claims 15-17, they are apparatus claims of claims 12-14 above, 
respectively. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 12-14 above. 

As to claims 18-20, they are computer program product claims of claims 12-14 
above, respectively. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 12-14 
above. 

As to claim 21, APA as modified further teaches in combination with the initiator 
device and the SCSI bus that are coupled with the SCSI device (communication 
between host computer and peripheral devices via SCSI interface, 8-13 page 1). 
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As to claims 22-24, they are system claims of claim 21 . Therefore, they are 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 21 above. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 9/14/2005 have been fully considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) rejection. 

Applicant's arguments presented issues which required the Examiner to further 
view the previous rejection. The Examiner conducted a further search regarding the 
issues mentioned in Applicant's response. Therefore, all arguments regarding the cited 
references of the previous rejection are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy Ho whose telephone number is (571) 272-3762. 
A voice mail service is also available for this number. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571 ) 272-3756. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIM) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or' Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2100. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450 
Or fax to: 

• AFTER-FINAL faxes must be signed and sent to (571 ) 273 - 8300. 

• OFFICAL faxes must be signed and sent to (571 ) 273 - 8300. 

• NON OFFICAL faxes should not be signed, please send to (571 ) 273 - 3762 

A.H 

October 2, 2005 



SUPERS 




